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of culture which though new to Europe were old in their
countries of origin. This phenomenon is not due to Euro-
pean conquest or exploitation, since it makes its appearance
before European influence made itself felt in tie East.
Arab culture was dying before the Turks took Cairo or the
Spaniards Granada. Persia has produced nothing since the
days of Hafiz and Omar Khayyam. The ephemeral and
exotic splendour of the Mogul empire, fed with the decaying
remains of Persian and Arab culture, threw the real India,
the India of the Hindus, into the shade, and thereby
obscured the fact that it had not had a new idea for a
thousand years. The fall of the Ming dynasty marks the
end of creative culture in China. We find the same phe-
nomenon in America; the civilization of Peru reached its
culmination about a,d. 800, that of the Mayas about a.d. 1000
(C. Wissler, in The Ammcan Aborigines, p. 175). Both had
long been in a decadent state when the Spaniards arrived.
In spite of these facts, which can hardly fail to be admitted,
there are many eminent persons who maintain that the
human race, as a whole, is advancing steadily along the path
of wisdom and knowledge. Sir James Frazer, for example,
assures us that all the races of men have made and are still
making progress towards a better social condition, the only
difference being that savages advance more slowly than the
civilized (The Gorgon's Heady p. 345). How this view is
reconciled with the facts which I have mentioned above is
not clear, but the idea seems to be that excessive luxury or
other causes from time to time lead civilized man to over-
reach himself and bring about Ms own downfall, while the
savage plods steadily onward. This idea is supported by
the term 'backward races', which is almost universally
applied to savages; it implies that they are now in the stage
that we were in a few thousand years ago, and, if left alone,
would in time rise to something similar to the stage in which
we are now*

